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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1,2 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C, 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Bridgelall (US 6,895,255). 

Regarding claim 1, Bridgelall teaches a method for spoofing stations while transmitting 
data through a medium using a first standard (col. 1, lines 52-61), the method 
comprising: setting a duration value to a value other than a time period for a 
predetermined subsequent message transmission (col. 5, lines 20-29); and sending a 
signal containing the duration value to an address already in use by a second standard 
(col. 5, lines 20-29), wherein at least one of the stations is an obeying station that 
updates a network allocation vector in accordance with the duration value (col. 5, lines 
25-29). 

Regarding claim 2, Bridgelall teaches a method wherein the first standard is an 802.11 
standard (col. 3, lines 16-19). 

Regarding claim 5, Bridgelall teaches a method wherein the duration value represents 
a time period for suppressing transmissions by the obeying station (col. 5, lines 22-29). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claim 3, 6 - 13 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bridgelall (US 6,895,255). 

Regarding claims 3 and 13, Bridgelall teaches a method comprising a second 
standard and the address is used for suppressing transmission in the second standard 
(col. 5, lines 30-39). 

Although Bridgelall fails to disclose the second standard as an 802.3 standard, 
Bridgelall discloses interconnection to a wired network (col. 3, lines 27-30). 

In view of this, it would have been obvious to include 802.3 as a second 
standard, since 802.3 is a standard for LAN and some applications for WAN, which 
would represent Bridgelall's wired network for communicating between the devices and 
units. 

Regarding claim 6, Bridgelall teaches a method wherein transmissions of a particular 
protocol type are given preferential use of the medium when transmissions of the 
obeying station are suppressed (col. 5, lines 25-42). 

Bridgelall fails to explicitly disclose giving unknown protocols preferential use of 
the medium when the transmissions by the obeying station are suppressed. 
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However, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to give unknown 
protocols preferential use of the medium when the transmissions by the obeying station 
are suppressed, since unknown protocols are protocols types that would be utilized 
when obeying stations are suppressed. 

Regarding claim 7, Bridgelall teaches a method wherein transmissions of a particular 
station (mobile unit 10) are given preferential use of the medium when the 
transmissions by the obeying station are suppressed (col. 5, lines 14-18). 

Bridgelall fails to explicitly disclose giving hidden stations preferential use of the 
medium when the transmissions by the obeying station are suppressed. 

However, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to give hidden 
stations preferential use of the medium, since hidden stations are particular stations that 
utilize the medium when obeying stations are suppressed. 
Regarding claim 8, Bridgelall teaches a method wherein critical transmissions are 
given preferential use of the medium when the transmissions by the obeying station are 
suppressed (col. 5, lines 14-18; wherein critical transmissions are transmissions from 
mobile devices). 

Regarding claim 9, Bridgelall teaches a method wherein at least some of the stations 
are provided in an overlapping basic service set (Fig. 3, Bluetooth piconet 110), and 
particular stations are given preferential use of the medium when the transmissions by 
the obeying station are suppressed (col. 5, lines 14-18). 

Bridgelall fails to explicitly disclose giving overlapping stations preferential use of 
the medium when the transmissions by the obeying station are suppressed. 



Application/Control Number: 10/086,533 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2667 

However, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to give overlapping 
stations preferential use of the medium, since an overlapping station are stations that 
utilize the medium when obeying stations are suppressed. 
Regarding claim 10, Bridgelall teaches a method wherein stations of an enhanced 
version of a standard are given preferential use of the medium when the transmissions 
by the obeying station are suppressed (col. 5, lines 14-18; wherein the enhanced 
version is 802.11). 

Regarding claim 11, Bridgelall teaches the same limitations described above in the 
rejection of claim 1 . Although not explicitly taught, it is known in the art for machine- 
readable medium to store executable instructions, for the purpose of processing the 
functions described above in claim 1. 

Regarding claim 12, Bridgelall teaches the first standard as an 802.11 standard (col. 3, 
lines 16-19). 

Regarding claim 15, Bridgelall teaches the duration value representing a time period 
for suppressing transmissions by the obeying station (col. 5, lines 22-29). 

5. Claims 4 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Bridgelall (US 6,895,255) in view of Tzeng (US 2005/0122825). 

Regarding claims 4 and 14, Bridgelall teaches sending a signal to an address. 

Bridgelall fails to disclose the address as a PAUSE address in the 802.3 
standard, and the address is given as 01-80-C2-00-00-01 in Hexadecimal notation. 
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However, a PAUSE address with a 01-80-C2-00-00-01 hexadecimal notation is known 
in the art. 

Furthermore, Tzeng discloses a PAUSE address in the 802.3 standard, and the 
address is given as 01-80-C2-00-00-01 in Hexadecimal notation (page 30, paragraph 
335). 

In view of this, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to include a 
PAUSE address in the 802.3 standard, in order to pause and further suppress 
transmission. 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Schmidl et al. (US 2003/0054827) discloses a wireless communication channel 
selection using passive interference avoidance techniques*. 

*lchikawa (US 5,042,083) discloses a radio communication system having 
means for avoiding signal collision. 

*Smith et al. (US 4,554,677) discloses a queued community repeater controller. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Rhonda Murphy whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3185. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 8:00 - 4:30pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chi Pham can be reached on (571) 272-3179. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Rhonda Murphy 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2667 
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